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FIRST AVENUE HOTEL, 
High Holborn, .W.c. LONDON. 


Very convenient for solicitors and clients visiting 
London. Opposite Chancery-lane, and a few doors 
from ‘‘ Tube’ Station. A most comfortable first- 
class hotel for families and gentlemen. Quiet 
bedrooms with private bath-rooms adjoining, over- 
looking Gray’s-inn Gardens. Moderate tariff; no 
charge for attendance. Best hotel garage in London, 
free to visitors. Telegrams: ‘ Firavtel, London.”’ 


GORDON HOTELS, LIMITED. 
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OPPOSITE THE LAW COURTS. 
REMOVED FROM No. 2, LINCOLN'S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 
EsTasiisHED 1853, 
Capital Stock ... me & ‘ee eS ae £400,060 
Debenture Stock oe ie rom id -.- * £330,130 
REVERSIONS PURCHASED. ADVANCES MADE THEREON. 
Forms of Proposal and full information can be obtained at the Society's Offices. 
W. OSCAR NASH, F.LA., Actuary and Secretary. 


THE NORTHERN 


ASSURANCE COMPANY LIMITED. 





ESTABLISHED 18386. 
FIRE. LIFE. BURGLARY. ACCIDENT. 
EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY. 


Accumulated Funds (1908) £7,198,000 
LONDON OFFICE :—1, Moorgate Street. 


LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 


ESTABLISHED 1836. 
1o, FLEET STREET, LONDON. 
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Current Topics. 


Appeals under the Finance Bill. 

THE ALTERATIONS which have been made in clause 22 of the 
Finance Bill provide for an appeal on questions of total or site 
valuation first to a referee, and then either to the High Court or 
the county court according as the total value of the property as 
alleged by the commissioners does or does not exceed £500. 
This meets the very general objection which has been felt to 
leaving the final decision on these matters to an official appointed 
by the Treasury. The more important of the other alterations 
which have been made in clauses 11 to 26 are referred to below. 


The South Africa Bill. 

On Monpay last the South Africa Bill was read a second time 
in the House of Commons. Mr. BALFouR made an interesting 
speech, though, as he said, the House was “a thin and weary 
one.” The leader of the opposition, like everyone else, recognized 
that the gravest issue raised by the new Constitution was that 
relating to the native question in all its different aspects, but that 
the Bill, being acompromise, could not be amended in any matter 
of principle, and the Union Parliament must be trusted to solve 
future difficulties. Mr. ASQUITH also deplored the formal creation 
of a colour bar, and said “there is no difference of opinion among 
us on that point.” He expressed himself as sanguine that the 
colour bar would in process of time be voluntarily removed by 
local legislation. Mr. Ketr Harpe plainly intimated that 
attempts would be made in Committee to secure amendment of 
the Bill on the native question, but it is extremely doubtful 


whether even the slightest amendment will be made 
eventually. The chief interest about the South African 
constitution, as a legal and political document, lies in 


this—that two leading features of the American and the 
Australian constitutions respectively have been deliberately 
rejected, and exactly contrary provisions adopted. Under the 
American constitution every citizen—white and black—has equal 
rights secured to him by the letter of the constitution. Under 
the Australian constitution the States are expressly continued in 
their positicn of quasi-sovereign communities. In South Africa 
the black man is definitely made the political inferior of the 
white man, and the system of unification definitely destroys 
the sovereign rights so carefully preserved by the Australian 
federalism. 


The Land Tax Clauses of the Finance Bill. 


THE NUMEROUS changes which are being made in the Land 
Tax clauses as they pass through Committee of the House of 





Commons, in order to meet particular objections or to suit the 
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Bill to the Government’s new scheme for the valuation of land, 
are not of good augury for the successful working of the taxes. 
Sub-section 3 of clause 11 grants various exemptions from 
undeveloped land duty, including, according to the original 
words, “the site value of any parks, gardens, or open spaces, 
reasonable access to which is granted to the public, where, in the 
opinion of the commissioners, that access is of benefit to the 
public as contributing to the amenity of the locality.” The 
words “ granted to” have been altered to “enjoyed by,” so that 
de facto enjoyment by the public will exempt from the tax, and 
apparently the “ opinion of the commissioners” is to give place 
‘to the verdict of some independent body, though what that body 
is to be has not been decided. The suggestion of the sub- 
stitution of the Local Government Board has, very naturally, 
not been received with approval. The extent of pleasure grounds 
attached to a house for which exemption may be claimed has 
been altered from one acre to five acres. Clause 12, which proposed 
the tax on ungotten minerals, has been struck out, and the new 
clause which is to take its place, and which imposes a five per 
cent. tax on mineral rents and royalties, will be discussed et a 
later stage. The first sub-section of the proposed new clause runs 
as follows : ‘“‘ There shall be charged, levied, and paid for every 
financia] year on the rental value of all rights to work minerals, 
and of all mineral wayleaves, a duty (ia this Act referred to as a 
mineral rights duty), at the rate in each case of one shilling for 
every twenty shillings of that rental value.” Other sub-sections 
provide for the ascertainment of “rental value,” and define 
“rent.” 


Valuation of Total Value and Site Value. 


CLAUSE 13, which provides for the assessment and payment 
of the undeveloped land duty, was added to the Bill after consider- 
able discussion on the provision that the tax is to be borne by the 
owner “ notwithstanding any contract to the contrary.” According 
to the definition in clause 27 “ owner ” means the person entitled 
to the freehold of the land, except that where land is let on lease 
for a term of which more than fifty years are unexpired the lessee 
is to be deemed to be the owner, It is not quite easy to see 
how this definition suits the imposition of the undeveloped land 
tax on the “owner.” While the lease has more than fifty years 
to run the lessee pays ; when the unexpired residue of the term 
is less than fifty years the lessor will pay, The reason for this 
is not apparent. Clause 14 defines the “total value” and the 
“site value” of land. The former means the amount which the 
fee simple of the land, if sold at the time in the open market 
by a willing seller in its then condition, might be expected to 
realize. An attempt to strike out the words “in the open 
market” failed. To arrive at “site value” land is to be 
hypothetically divested of building and of growing timber and 
fruit trees. But in valuing both total value and site value allow- 
ance is to be made for easements, rights of common, 
and restrictive covenants, though, as to such covenants, only 
“where in the opinion of the commissioners the restraint 
imposed by the covenant is reasonably necessary in the interests 
of the public, or in view of the character and surroundings of 
the neighbourhood, and the opinion of the commissioners shall in 
this case be final and not subject to any appeal.” The operation 
of restrictive covenants on the value of the land will be in 
practice a matter of considerable importance, and, apparently, 
here also the reference to the commissioners is to be the subject 
of further consideration. After the site value has been 
arrived at various deductions are allowed by sub-section 4. 
These include the “ value attributable to works executed, or expen- 
diture of a capital nature (including any expenses of advertisement) 
incurred, for the purpose of improving the value of the land 
as building land,” etc. The words in italics have been inserted 
by amendment, and words also have been added allowing for 
deduction in respect of expenditure of money in the redemption of 
land tax or rentcharges. Clause 15, which deals with the valuation 
of minerals, was postponed. Clauses 16 and 17, which provide for 
the actual valuation of land, have been entirely recast, in order to 
incorporate the scheme for Government valuation. Under clause 
16 the commissioners are to cause a valuation to be made of all 
land in the United Kingdom, shewing separately the total value 





and the site value of each piece of land which is under separate 
occupation. An attempt to strike out “all,” with a view to 
restricting the valuation to land which is to be actually taxed, 
failed’; but an amendment was accepted requiring the com- 
missioners to distinguish that portion of the site value which was 
due to the value of the land for agricultural purposes. By 
the end of Wednesday’s sitting clauses 17 to 26 had also been 
added to the Bill, with the exception of clause 25 (exemption 
of land held for public and charitable purposes), which was 
postponed. 


Limitation of Action of Debt. 


THE REPORT of the Select Committee on Debtors (Imprison- 
ment), upon the chief subject of which we commented last week, 
contains a suggestion for the reduction of the period of limitation 
in actions of debt. Referring to the indulgence which is 
usually the reason why debts are allowed to stand, the report 
says: ‘While such kindness may be well meant, it is often 
mistaken and disastrous to the recipient. With some doubt as 
to whether the : ubject is included in our reference, we recommend 
that the Statute of Limitations be amended, and the period during 
which a debt can be recovered reduced to three years.” Itis a 
little singular that the committee make no reference to the Bill 
for the same purpose which was introduced in the House of 
Lords by Lord Herscuet, L.C., in 1894, and which passed the 
Committee stage in that House. This proposed to reduce the 
period of limitation in tort, except trespass to land, to one fear ; 
with a saving for cases where the tort was not discovered, and 
could not with reasonable diligence have been discovered, within 
the year. In cases of debt, where the debt did not exceed £5, 
the limitation was to be one year. In other cases of debt, and in 


cases of breach of contract, the period was to be three years. The 
fact that the Bill, after making an apparently gocd start, was not 
proceeded with, and has not, we believe, been revived, seems to 


shew that the idea of a reduction inthe period of limitation was 
not received with favour. And yet, in the case of actions against 
public authorities, the limitation bas been reduced to a period— 
six months—which has sometimes been productive of injustice. 
Should the present recommendation be embodied in a Bill, it 
would be very desirable to give some consideration to the question 
of simplifying the existing law of limitation, which, partly by 
piecemeal amendment of the statutes, and partly by judicial 
decision, has got into a difficult and confused state. 


Amendment of Money Bills in the Oversea 
Dominions. 

IT 1s sometimes said that the Privy Council has formally 
decided that an Upper Chamber in a colonial legislature has, in the 
absence of an express provision in the Constitution, no right to 
amend a money Bill. . The question does not appear to have yet 
come before the Privy Council on appeal from any court of law, but 
in 1886 the Judicial Committee did make a rep:rt to the Queen 
on the subject. This was referred to by Lord HERSCHELL in the 
House of Lords on 26th and 27th of July, 1874, in such a way as 
to countenance the belief that the opinion of the Judicial Com- 
mittee was given as the result of some judicial proceedings. 
What really happened was this: In 1872 the point arose in New 
Zealand as to the power of the Upper House to amend a money 
Bill, and an opinion was given by the English Crown Law 
Officers to the effect that nothing in the New Zealand legislation 
had altered the original rights and relations of the two branches 
of the legislature, and that the Upper House had no right to 
aniend. The practice of the House o at was adopted as the 
proper analogy, though, of course, this practice was thus treated as 
a legal right in New Zealand. In 1885 precisely the same difii- 
culty arose between the two Houses of the Queensland legislature. 
Both Houses joined in presenting a petition to the Queen on the 
subject, and by an Order in Council of the 8th of March, 1886, the 
Judicial Committee was directed to report whether the Queens- 
land Constitution Act of 1867 conferred on the Upper House the 
power of amending money Bills. The opinion on the New Zealand 
case in 1872 was relied on by the Lower House of the Queens- 
land legislature as laying down the proper rule for Queensland 
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also. The petition thus referred to the Judicial Committee was 
the subject of their report made on the 27th of March, 1886. No 
witnesses were examined, and no arguments were heard, but the 
board simply reported, in effect, that the power of amending 
money Bills was not conferred on the Upper House. What is 
the exact effect of this report it is not easy to say. It can 
hardly be that the construction then placed on the Queensland 
Constitution has the technically binding force of a decision on 
appeal between litigants, and after argument from both sides. 
Clearly, however, these opinions shew the view of the relation of 
the two branches of the Legislature taken at the time by persons 
of judicial status, though there is nothing to prevent a different 
decision being given at the present day, for it is not the practice 
of the Judicial Committee to regard previous decisions as 
absolutely binding on them, even in ordinary litigation. 


Judicial Reform. 


THE SCHEME suggested by Judge MULLIGAN in a letter to the 
Times of the 12th inst. is perhaps the most revolutionary of the 
proposals which have been made for dealing with the delay in 
judicial business. He refers to the statement in a recent leading 
article in the Times: “One thing is clear—things cannot remain 
as they are ; the existing system of judicature, superior and in- 
ferior, no longer suits the country”; and he attributes the 
existing difficulties to the nature of the test by which business 
is divided between the High Court and the county court. “ Such 
division,” he says, “is not based on any difficulty inherent in 
the questions which arise for decision, but on a bare arithmetical 
calculation of the amount of money claimed. To enact that 
men not exceeding 100 lbs. in weight or of slender figure should 
bring all their actions in the county court, and that men of 
greater weight or of larger girth should bring all their actions in 
the High Court would not be more absurd. The existing line of 
demarcation is not founded on any rational principle and should 
be obliterated.” Accordingly he suggests an amalgamation of the 
High Court and the county court into a single tribunal to be 
called the King’s Court. This he would divide into twenty 
district courts, each district comprising three of the existing 
county court districts, so that the county court districts 
in each district court should be at successive distances from 
London—the first within fifty miles, the second more than fifty 
and less than a hundred, and the third more than a hundred 
miles away. Each district court would have an existing High 
Court judge as Chief Justice, and three county court judges to assist 
him. The district Chief Justice would devote half his time to the 
district court and half to London. ‘“ There would thus at all times 
be at least fourteen judges in London to deal with criminal appeals, 
Crown business, and a greatly diminished list of civil matters. 
The existing High Court judges would retain their salaries, but 
new judges of the same rank would receive 3,000 guineas and 
the assistant judges 2,000 guineas, Judge MULLIGAN claims for 
his system that it ‘“‘ would make all the courts radiate from one 
centre ; it would secure uniformity of practice ; it would bring 
justice to the doors of all suitors equally ; it would remove the 
reproach that there is one law for the rich and another for the 
poor ; and it would cause no additional expense.” But we fear 
that it is no more than a vacation dream. Amalgamation of the 
High Court and the county court has for the present been 
definitely put on one side, and any reform we are likely to see 
for the next few years will be of a more modest nature. 








The Powers of Directors. 


THE decision of the House of Lords in Quin & Aztens v. 
Salmon (ante, p. 575) seems to have marked the final acceptance 
of the principles of the Automatic Self-Cleansing Filter case (1906, 
2 Ch. 34) in company law. It is worth while to consider whether 
the full effects of the latter case have yet been realized. 

The eighth edition of Buckley on Companies, at p. 558, 
used the following words as stating an accepted doctrine: “ The 
company in general meeting bave no doubt power to direct and 
control the re in the management of the affairs of the com- 
pany” ; and the author referred to Isle of Wight Railway Co. v. | 





Tahourdin (25 Ch. D. 320). But that decision, as was pointed .. 
out (not for the first time) by FARWELL, L.J., in Salmon v. Quin 
(1909, 1 Ch., at 320), was a decision on the Companies Clauses 
Act, 1845, and apart from that Act, which does not apply to 
companies incorporated since 1862, there is no such principle in 
existence. 

The Companies Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845, ss. 90, 91, gave 
certain ana to the general meeting and the rest to the board ; 
but the board was to act “ subject to the control and regulation 
of any general meeting specially convened for the purpose, but 
not so as to render invalid any act done by the directors prior 
to any resolution passed by such general meeting.” The Act of 
1862 relegated this point to the articles of association, and it 
seemed possible to adjust the concurrent powers to any degree of 
nicety. Article 55 of Table A gave to the directors such powers 
as were not given by the Act or the articles to the general 
meeting, subject “to any regulations of the articles, to the pro- 
visions of the foregoing Act, and to such regulations, being not 
inconsistent with the aforesaid regulations or provisions, as may 
be prescribed by the company in general meeting.” This and 
very similar forms are common enough. Palmer's Precedents 
(articles 113, 114) give the like general powers to the board, 
subject “to the provisions of the statutes, and of these presents, 
and to any regulations from time to time made by the company 
in general mecting,” and add, for further security, certain 
specified powers. But in almost every case the wholesale dele- 
gation of the company’s powers was thought to be sufficiently 
corrected by a reference to regulations to be made by the com- 
pany in general meeting. 

In the Automatic case (supra), decided by WARRINGTON, J., in 
February and by the Court of Appeal in March, 1906, it was held 
that the general right of a simple majority to coerce the directors 
was incompatible with a delegation of the company’s powers of 
management to the board, and could not be sustained. The 
authority of Jsle of Wight Railway Co, v. Tahourdin was reduced 
to cases under the Act of 1845. The articles in the Automatic 
case had made the powers of the board subject to regulations 
made by extraordinary resolution, and the directors held sufficient 
shares to defeat an extraordinary resolution. 

Marshall’s Valve Gear Co. v. Manning, Wardle, & Co. (1909, 
1 Ch. 267) was acase governed by article 55 of Table A, and 
NEVILLE, J., held that under this “the majority of the share- 
holders in the company at a general meeting have a right to control 
the action of the directors, so long as they do not affect to control 
it in a direction contrary toany of the provisions of the articles which 
bind the company.” The “regulations made by the company in 
general meeting” were now evoked in support of the older 
theory, and NEVILLE, J., thought that the phrase was applicable 
to resolutions of a simple majority. Three weeks later, in 
Salmon v. Quin, counsel for the defendants used the same argue 
ment in the Court of Appeal, and lost. FARWELL, L.J., dis- 
approved of the statement in Buckley on Companies, but did 
not deal with the decision of NrvitLe, J. Meanwhile, the 
Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908, practically copied out the 
old article 55 in article 71 ofits own Table A; and the ninth 
edition of Buckley, commenting on the new article 71, corrected 
the statement disapproved by FARWELL, I.J. The present 
position seems to be this. No authority has asserted in terms 
that “regulations” thoughout the old article 55 and similar 
articles means only articles, or resolutions duly altering articles ; 
but that conclusion is inevitable. The oy way of controlling 
directors armed with the usual powers, so long as they act law- 
fully and cannot be convicted of bad faith, is to rescind or 
modify the article which gives them their powers. There is a 
contract between the shareholders and the company, embodied in 
the articles, and it can be modified or rescinded only as part of 
the articles. 

The position is interesting, not only in itself, but also in its 
bearing on the use of the company’s name in litigation. The 
courts are accustomed to the sight of a company bringing an 
action, and then moving to strike out its name ; that is the result 
of Foss v. Harbottle (2 Hare 461). Foss in that case alleged that 
the company had been defrauded, and he and another sued on be- 





half of themselves, and all the other shareholders except the defend- 
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ants But WicRa«, V.C., asked (p. 494): “ How can this court act 
ina suit constituted as this is, if it is to be assumed, for the pur- 
poses of the argument, that the powers of the body of proprietors 
are still in existence, and may lawfully be exercised for a pur- 
pose | ke that I have suggested ?”—the purposeof confirming the 
directors’ acts. The principle, that the company must, if 
possible, be made a plaintiff, was established and obeyed. Other 
principles grew up round it, such as that of moving in the 
company’s name to strike its name out, and that of allowing the 
case to stand over for one side or the other to obtain a majority 
at a general meeting : Pender v. Lushington (6 Ch. D.70). Excep- 
tions were recognized, such as the right of A to sue on behalf of 
himself and all others where the defendants had obtained a 
majority of shares by methods which were the subject of the 
action: Atwool v. Merryweather (5 Eq., p. 464 note), Bustard v. Earle 
(1902, A. C. 83). But the principle was unquestioned until, 
with the decision in the Automatic case, it became necessary to 
consider the positions of the directors and the simple majority on 
the particular question of litigation. 

None of the Acts, from 1845 to 1908, makes any special 
mention of litigation among a company’s powers. PALMER, in 
his specimen articles, includes among the powers specifically 
given to the board that of instituting, conducting, defending, 
compounding, or abandoning any legal proceedings by and against 
the company, or its officers, or otherwise concerning the affairs of 
the company (article 114 (9) ). In the case of Marshall’s Valve Gear 
Co. v. Manning, Wardie, & Co, (supra), governed by Table A, the 
power of litigation was the power in question, and it was treated 
throughout, like any other power, since article 55 does not 
mention it. Butin a recent case of Pe Tylor & Sons, Tylor & Sons 
v. King and Others, which came before WARRINGTON, J., on two 
motions on the 27th of May last, the ar‘icles were more explicit. 
Article 81 of this company’s articles of association gave to the 
directors general powers of management and the powers of the 
company in general meeting, “but subject nevertheless to the 
provisions of the statutes and of these presents,’ and to any 
regulations from time to time made by the company in general 
meeting.” Article 82 specifically empowered them “ to institute, 
conduct, defend, compound, or abandon any legal proceedings by 
or against the company.” These are PALMER'S forms. The 
action was one to restrict the authority of the board in regard 
to the remuneration of officers and otherwise. It was admitted 
that the approaching general meeting of the 1st of June would cer- 
tainly, if permitted to vote on the question, uphold the plaintiffs 
against the board, and the motion to strike out the company’s 
name was treated as if that meeting had already been held and 
the opinion of the majority clearly ascertained. WARRINGTON, J., 
accepted from the Automatic case and from Salmon v. Quin the 
position that in these and similar articles ‘ regulations” means 
“articles” or “special resolutions altering the articles.” ‘So 
far as the conduct of the company’s business is by the articles 
vested in the directors, then,” he said, ‘‘ the action of the directors 
is not to be controlled except of course by some resolution which 
alters the articles.” But he held that it would be hardly posible, 
and too absurd a result, that these articles should be read as 
giving the directors the exclusive power to institute an action 
against themselves based on their conduct of the company’s 
business ; and, distinguishing some “actions by or against the 
company ” from others, he declined to read article 82 as covering 
them all. Since this kind of action was not “ confided exclusively 
to the directors,” he allowed the plaintiffs to use the company’s 
name. 

Writing with all deference to the opinion of the learned judge, 
and with a full sense of the complicated difficulties of the sub- 
ject, it is yet not easy to see exactly how this flank movement 
‘ound the Automatic case was executed. There was no distinction 
wn the articles between one kind of action by or against the 
company and another. The word “exclusively ” does not occur 
in this type of article at all; it is an epithet with which the 
Automatic case has tacitly and impartially covered every delega- 
tion of any power to the directors, except where the contrary is 
expressly asserted in the articles. 

Whatever order had been made on this motion, there were 
unusual possibilities in the case. Counsel promised on behalf 





of the directors that if he lost his motions they would give instruc 
tions for the conduct of the trial in the company’s name ; and it 
was perhaps unfortunate that his clients got the action dismissed 
on the second motion. He pointed out in argument that if the com- 
pany’s name were struck out the plaintiff might still sue on behalf 
of himself and all others: there would be merely a new exception 
engrafted on Foss v. Harbottle. But the importance of the new 


exception would depend on the number of companies which, 
whether specifically or implicitly, delegate the power of litigation 
to their boards, and presumably almost every company does so. 
The change would be merely a change in practice ; but in view 
of the stringency of the rule in Foss v. Harbotile, and the 
frequency and importance of the cases involving it, the practice 
becomes a point of considerable importance. 








CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
House of Lords. 


CONWAY (Pauper) v. WADE. 26th and 27th April; 27th July. 


Trape Unton—‘‘ Trave Dispute ’’—Act Done In CONTEMPLATION OR 
FURTHERANCE OF A TRADE DispuTE—NON-PAYMENT OF FINE TO UNION 
—TxHREAT TO EMPLoyER—TrabeEs Disputes Act, 1906 (6 Ep. 7, c. 47), 
s. 3. 


In 1903 the plaintiff, a member of a trade union, was fined 10s. for a 
breach of the union rules: this fine was not paid. In 1907 the plaintiff 
joined another branch of the union. The defendant, who was the dis- 
trict delegate of the union, at the instigation of some of the plaintiff's 
fellow-workmen, who knew of the unpaid fine, and of the treasurer of 
the branch of the union which had imposed the fine, went to the fore- 
man of the plaintiff's employers, and procured the plaintiff's dismissal 
by threats that unless this was done the other union men would leave 
off work. In an action in the County Court against the defendant to 
recover damages for procuring the plaintiff's dismissal, the qury found 
that there was not a trade dispute existing or contemplated by the 
men; that what the defendant did prevented or was intended to pre- 
vent the plaintiff from getting or retaining employment; that it was 
done to compel the plaintiff to pay and ‘to punish the plaintiff for not 
having paid the fine; that what the defendant did was not done only 
to warn the plaintiff's employer that the union men would leave in 
consequence of their being unwilling to work with the plaintiff, and 
that it was not done in consequence of their objecting to work with 
him, and that the defendant did something more than act on behalf 
of the men employed by the plaintiff's employers. Judgment for the 
plaintiff was entered for £50. The Divisional Court upheld that deci- 
sion. The Court of Appeal held, however, that the words ‘in 
contemplation or furtherance of a trade dispute’’ in section 3 of the 
Act of 1906 were perfectly general, and that upon the findings judg- 
ment should be entered for the defendant. The plaintiff appealed. 

Held, that as the words ‘‘ an act done in contemplation or further- 
ance of a trade dispute’’ in section 3 must logically mean either that 
a trade dispute was imminent and the act was done in expectation 
and with a view to it, or that the dispute was actually existing and the 
act was done in support of one side of it; the defendant, on the facts, 
was not protected by the section and was liable in damages. 

Decision of the Court of Appeal (reported 52 Soricrrors’ JouRNAL, 
748 ; 1908, 2 K. B. 844, 78 L. J. K. B. 14) reversed. 


Appeal by the plaintiff from an order of the Court of Appeal 
reversing a judgment entered for the plaintiff at the trial of the 
action before Judge Arthur O’Connor and a jury at the South Shields 
County Court. The defendant Wade was a trade union officer belong- 
ing to the National Amalgamated Union of Labour, and in order to 
compel the plaintiff Conway to pay a fine due to the trade union and 
to punish him for not paying it, induced his employers, Messrs. Read- 
head & Sons, of South Shields, to discharge him by threats that if Con- 
way were retained as a workman all the other men would be called out. 
Conway was discharged, and in the county court obtained a verdict for 
£50 damages against Wade. The Divisional Court affirmed this deci- 
sion. The Court of Appeal held that the defendant was protected by 
section 3 of the Trade Disputes Act, 1906, although at the time the 
threats were made there was no trade dispute subsisting or contem 
plated, and the defendant had acted on his own authority and not 
that of his union. The ground of the decision in the Court of Appeal 
was that the section quoted was general in its application and was not 
confined to an act done by a party to a trade dispute. Conway 
appealed in forma pauperis to this House. 

Tue House having considered, 

Lord Loresurn, C., after stating the facts, said that the only 
defence really made to the action, beyond a denial of the facts, was that 
the defendant was protected by section 3 of the Disputes Act, 1906, 
and it was upon that ground alone that the Court of Appeal decided 
the case. That section provided that, ‘‘ An act done by a person in 
contemplation or furtherance of a trade dispute shall not be action- 
able on the ground only that it induces some other person to break 
a contract of employment or that it is an interference with the trade, 
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Aug. 21, 1909. 


business, or employment of some other person, or with the right of 
some other person to dispose @f his capital or his labour as he wills.”’ 
Manifestly it was essential to any defence under that section for the 
defendant to shew that the act complained of was done in contempla- 
tion or furtherance of a trade dispute. Otherwise the section could 
not possibly apply. Knowing how averse the Court of Appeal was 
to usurping the functions of a jury, he concluded that the learned 
judges were enabled to bring the case within this section by taking 
a different view of the section from that which he himself took. For 
the verdict of the jury seemed, he believed, to all their lordships a 
reasonable enough conclusion from the evidence, and one which it was 
their duty to support. The effect of the section was to render it no 
longer possible that any question should be raised in such cases as the 
present as to whether there was “sufficient justification” ornot. The con- 
dition contained in those words as to trade disputes was made sufficient. 
In conclusion, his lordship said, I come now to the meaning of the 
words, “‘ an act done in contemplation or furtherance of a trade dis- 
pute.” Those words are,not new in an Act of Parliament, they appear 
in the Conspiracy and Protection of Property Act, 1875. I think 
they mean that either a dispute is imminent and the act is done in 
expectation and with a view to it, or that the dispute is 
already existing and the act is done in support of one side 
to it. In either case the act must be genuinely done as 
described, and the dispute must be a_ real thing imminent 
or existing. I agree with the Master of the Rolls that the section 
cannot fairly be confined to an act done by a party to the dispute. I 
do not believe that was intended. A dispute may have arisen, for 
example, in a single colliery, of which the subject is so important 
to the whole industry that either employers or workmen may think 
a general lockout or a general strike is necessary to gain their point. 
Few are parties to, but all are interested in, the dispute. If, how- 
ever, some meddler sought to use the trade dispute as a cloak beneath 
which to interfere with impunity in other people’s work or business, 
a jury would be entirely justified in saying that what he did was 
done in contemplation or in furtherance, not of the trade dispute, but 
of his own designs, sectarian, political, or purely mischievous, as the 
case might be. These words do, in my opinion, in some sense import 
motive, and in the case I have put, a quite different motive would be 
present. If the jury so found, the meddler would not be protected 
by the third section of the Act of 1906. But I have no doubt that an 
act done with a single eye to the dispute ‘‘ in contemplation or in 
furtherance ’’ of it, would not be actionable on any of the grounds 
specified in the section. In regard to a peacemaker, who, in the 
opinion of the Court of Appeal, is not protected under this section, he 
requires no protection. A peacemaker is not under the laws of this 
country, and never has been held, liable in an action. As for the 
ag appeal, I move your lordships to allow it with costs here and 
ow. 

Lords MacNnaGHTEN, ATKINSON, 
expressed their concurrence. 

Lord James or Hererorp read a judgment in which he agreed that 
the appeal should succeed. Appeal allowed.—Counsen, Avory, K.C., 
Joel Woodcock, and C. O’Gorman, for the plaintiff; C. A. Russell, 
K.C., and HZ. Shortt, for the defendant. Soricrrors, Gibson & Weldon, 
for Hannay, Hannay & Stuart, South Shields ; Robinson & Bradley, for 
Edward Clark, Newcastle-on-Tyne. 

[Reported by Ensxine Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Cottins, Suaw, and Gore. 





Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division. 
In the Goods of COSH (Deceased), Bigham, P. 26th July. 
PROBATE —ADMINISTRATION— GRANT TO A CrepIToR—-ASSIGNEE OF Dest 


—Supreme Court or Jupicature Act, 1873 (36 & 37 Vict. c. 66), 
8. 25, SUB-SECTION 6. 


Under certain circumstances the court will grant administration to a 
creditor who is an assignee of a debt. 


Motion for administration with will annexed. It appeared that the 
deceased died on the 10th of April, 1909, having executed a will dated 
the 10th of June, 1905. He left a widow and one child. To the former 
he bequeathed all his property, which was heavily mortgaged. The 
widow and the other executor had renounced probate and their rights, 
and had also filed consents to the present application. At the time of 
his death the deceased owed a sum of £16 odd to a house decorator 
named Passmore. On the 12th of May, 1909, Passmore, by deed, 
assigned this debt to the present applicant, Webb. Due notice of this 
assignment had been given to the executors, who did not oppose the 
application. The assignor, Passmore, had been asked to join with the 
pPlicant in asking for a joint grant, but had declined. Counsel for 
the applicant admitted that prior to the Judicature Act, 1873, there 
nent have been difficulties for his client : vide Baynes v. Harrison (1 
_ Ece. Reps. 15), Maenin v. Coles and Another (33 L. J. P. & M. 
did But since the passing of that statute it was submitted that there 
u creditor any objection to the assignee of a debt taking a grant 

VIGHAM, P., granted the administration as prayed.— 

Wippell, Soricrror, 8. W. Woolmer. sit 7 


[Reported by Dicer Corgs-Preepy, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Mr. Cuartes H. L. Nets, barrister-at-law, has been appointed 
Registrar of the Privy Council, in succession to Sir Edward 8S. Hope, 
K.C.B., whose resignation will shortly take effect. Mr. Neish is the 
private secretary of the Lord Chancellor. He was called to the bar 
by the Middle Temple in June, 1881, and went the Oxford Circuit. 

Mr. Benjamin AntHUR CoHEN has been appointed Junior Counsel for 
Admiralty Common Law business, and Mr. ALEXANDER DinGwaLL 
Bateson to be Junior Counsel for Admiralty Division work, both in 
succession to the late Mr. William Wills. 





General. 


On the 16th inst. the Royal Assent was given to the Consolidated 
Fund (Appropriation) Act, the Public Works Loans Act, and a number 
of private Acts. 


At Croydon County Court, on the 11th inst., says the 7'imes, Judge 
Harington held that professional football players are workmen within 
the meaning of the Act of 1906. The applicants, Walker and Roberts, 
played for the Crystal Palace Football Club last season. The former 
was injured in the match against Swindon on October 17th, and the 
latter in the game with Leyton on September 5th. In each case the 
injury was a displacement of a cartilage in the leg, which, according 
to the medical evidence, could in all probability be cured by an 
operation, in refusing which the judge ruled that the applicants had 
acted unreasonably. They were each awarded £1 a week for a certain 
time, subject to a suspensory award of one penny a week pending the 
results of the operations to he performed. 


Lord Langdale, says the Globe, who was a notable law reformer in 
his time, enjoys, with Lord James of Hereford, the distinction of 
having refused the Lord Chancellorship. When Lord John Russell 
made him the dazzling offer, he put down on paper the pros and cons 
thus: ‘“‘ Contra, persuasion that no man can perform all the duties 
that are annexed to the office of Chancellor. Unwilling to seem to 
undertake duties some of which must (as I think) be necessarily 
neglected. No particular party zeal, and no capacity to acquire any. 
Declining health. Pro, salary £14,000, instead of £7,000. Pension of 
£5,000 assured, instead of £3,500 not assured. Patronage for benefit 
of connections much needing it. Some, though small and doubtful, 
hope of effecting some further reform in Chancery.’’ In the end, 
notwithstanding the alluring thought of patronage, the contras 
prevailed. 


At the Feltham Petty Sessions, on the 16th inst., George Dumet, of 
Holland-park, Kensington, was summoned for exceeding the 20-mile 
speed limit when driving a motor-car on the Bath road at Stanwell on 
July 26th. The speed of the car was stated to be 27 miles an hour. 
Mr. Williams, solicitor, who appeared for the defendant, asked the 
officer who timed the car if he noticed which way the wind was 
blowing when it was on the measured furlong. The officer stated the 
wind appeared to be blowing across the road. Mr. Williams : Do you 
make a note of the direction of the wind when you time a car? The 
witness : No; we never take any notice of the wind. Mr. Williams 
submitted that the force of the wind, if blowing the same way as 
the car was going, must have an influence upon the speed of the car, 
and it was possible it might accelerate the speed as much as ten miles 
an hour. The Chairman said it was impossible for the Bench to 
differentiate between speed caused by the wind and speed caused by 
the engine. All that they could take cognizance of was that the 
speed was 27 miles an hour, and for driving at that pace the defendant 
would have to pay a fine of £5. 


In the course of the debate on the Land Tax Clauses of the Finance 
Bill on the 12th inst., Mr. Walters, the member for Sheffield, Bright- 
side, described the procedure he would adopt if it fell to his lot to 
value the land round Leicester. He should not find much difficulty 
in ascertaining, from the experience of past years and the present 
demand, what was the amount of land that reasonably could be 
expected to be sold at any given time. He should divide the 
undeveloped land up into districts, showing the portions which were 
suitable for large houses, factories, and business premises, for small 
houses and for workmen’s dwellings respectively. Carrying his 
analysis further, he should find that some portions were riper than 
others and should deal with the land in strips, marking off the land 
immediately ripe, for which he should expect a present demand, and 
then the portions not so ripe, till he came to the remoter parts, as 
to which there was no present element of building value at all, and 
that was not undeveloped building land. The assumption that the land 
was to be all sold was entirely fallacious. It would be absurd, how- 
ever, to under-estimate the difficulties. The valuation would be an 
elaborate and difficult process, but though difficult he believed that it 
was a reasonable, possible, and practicable scheme under which 
experienced men might proceed to arrive at a valuation. They would 
have to make allowances for the possible acceleration or diminution 
in the rate of building, but those were matters of knowledge and 
experience. He was satisfied, however, that the principle laid down 
in the Bill was fair and sound, and if applied by experienced men he 
did not see why a fair value should not be arrived at. 
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An account of receipts and payments in respect of the Land Registry 
for the year ended March 3st last has been issued as a Parliamentary 
paper. The fees received amounted to £47,702 12s. (including 
£402 12s., the estimated cost of work done by the Land Registry for 
other Government departments), a decrease of £3,649 5s. 7d. on the 
fees received in the year ended March 3lst, 1908. The total expendi- 
ture was £50,848 12s. 4d., a net decrease on the previous year of 
£3,556 17s. 3d. Salaries absorb £34,515 2s. 1d., a decrease of 
£1,529 15s. 9d. 








The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 
Result of Sale. 


Meesrs. H. E. Foster & Crawrretp he'd their usual Fortnightly Sale (No. 889) of the 
above-named Interests. at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C.,on Thursday last, when 
the fellowing Lots were sold at the prices named, the total amount realized being 
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Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette,—Frivay, Aug. 13. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 


Liutrep in CaANcERY. 


Bowp Savines Investwenr Frxavce Assocratios, Lrp (iw Votuntary Ligvipa- 
T10N) — Creditors are required. on cr before Aug 30, t> seni their names and addresses, 
and the particu'ars of their debts or claims, to F, G. Burns, The Arcade, Lord st, 
Liverpool, liquidator 

Barris Resonators Co, Lro—Craditors are required, on or before Sevt 23, to send 
their names and addresees, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to George 
Edmund Pike, 2 and 3, West st, Finsbury circus, liquidator 

Cuenoxee Sywpicatr, Lrv— Creditors are required, on or befo’e Sept 16, to send in 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to McAuliffe 
& Co, 28-31, Behopsgate +t Within. liquidators 

Great Easte2n Mining Co, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 27, to send 
in particulars of their debts or claims, to Frank C. Ridley, Gt Smith st, Westminster, 
liquidator 

Jamus Bovtzon & Co, Lrp (1m Votuntary Ligurpation)—Creditors are required, on or 
before Sept 8, to send in their namer and addresses, and particalars of their debts or 
claims, to Basil E. Mayhew, 26, Gt St Helens, liquidator 

Joux Suixver, Lev -Creditors are required, on or before Sept 30, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Arthur Vincent Jerome, 
15, Newha!l et, Birmingham, liquidator 

Lowpon awp Wastern AvsTeaLian Expioration Co, Ltp—Creditors are required, on 
or before Sept 10, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts 
cr claims, to Ernest Pears, 20, Copthall av, liquidator 

Lorpor Gigantic Wuret Co, Lrp (rx Voiunrary Liquipation)—Creditors are re- 

uired, on or before Sept 13, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of 

their debts or claims, to Augustus Ed« ards, 68, Coleman st, liquidator 

Ruovrsta MaTaBeELeLaNy Davetormest Co, Iap (1m VoLunTary Liquipatiox)— 
Creditors are required, «n or before Sept 14, to send their names and aduresses, and 
the particu'ars of their debts or claime, to W. M. Gower, 408-423, Salisbury Hcuse, 
Lonvon wall, liquidator 

Taomss Laws & Co, Lro—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 10, to send in their 
nem‘s and addresses, and the particulars of their debts and cluime, to Bernardo 
Thomas Crew, 12, Wocd st, liquidator 


Unscimirep In CHANCERY. 


Franco-Bairisu Cuanity Ferre anp Bazaar, Inconroratep (1y Votuntary Liguips- 
Tio) - Creditors are required, on or before Sept 30, to send their names and 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts and claims, to Gustave Chevilliard, 199, 
Piccadilly, liquidator 


London Gazette.—Tusspay, Aug. 17, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Liurrep 1m CHANCERY. 


Canver Warrr & Co, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 14, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Charles Theo- 
dcre Waite, 214, Devons rd, Bow, liquidator. Rastall, Salisbury House, London 
wall, solors to liqvidator 

J. & P. Hixvson, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 14, to ee1d their 
names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to William Carr, 

» Regent st, Barnsley, libuidator 

W. W. Diamowp Syxpicare, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 1, to 
send —, —— -— os ard = particulars of a debts or claims, to 
Ernest , Finsbury pavement, liquidator, Maxwell Dam ishops- 
gate st Within, solors to liquidators se yes 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gasette.—Fuivay, Aug, 13. 

Exuaut Coutiery, Lrv. 
Brpwortn Buick Co, Lap. 
Cuutgst Exrroration Oo, Lev. 

AL Owners’ Avtiance, Lrp. 
J. BR. Tayion (Denny), Lev, 
+ ronan «& So Lap. 

SeTE DE Recueacues et D’Exrvorratt x i *Tvoi 
tet sy Soa ons Minizzes (Guinee et Cote d’Ivoire), Lrp. 

D. L. Syxpicatz, Lev. 
Fort Saving any Waren Treating Co, Lap. 


e 





Jerome Saccore,"Lrp. 

Daermoor Ducx Faem, Lrp. 

Etver Coutreex Co, Lrp. 

Tomas Parker, Lrp (Reconstruction). 
Haccterr Cuavraca Music Pusttsaine Uo, Lrp. 
Tae Cox Tayuive Co, Lr”. 

Cornish Hany Wrovueut Mzrat Co, Lrp. 


London Gazette.—Tusspay, Aug. 17. 


Luawpupyo Freemasons’ Hatt, Lrp, 

Tarmaciser, Lrv. 

Duyxew Bay Mivenat Co, Lrp. 

Frevtp, Pgarsoy, & Co, Lrp. 

W. T. Prrcuers, Lrp. 

Wituam Suite (Braprorp), Lro. , 
Avstratian Orries Investment Corporation, Lrp. 
Pawavrtos, Ltp. 

Fevtron’s Copata Mrwes, Lp. Aa 
Norra Cooigarpie Gouwp Mrwzs, Lap. (in Liquidation). 
J. Camp, Lrp. (in Liquidation). 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Ciaim. 
London Gazelte.—Fripay, Aug. 13. 
Assmore, Epwarp Eayest, Birmingham, Game Salesman Sept 25 Howlett, Biqning. 


Barpiesig, Joun, York terr, Kingsland Sept 25 Worrall & Son, Coleman st 

Bastiey, Taomas Hovenron Repisu, Fairfield, Liverpool Oct 1 Bartley & (, 
Liverpool 

Barren, Samuxgt, Chard, Somerset, Farmer Aug 31 Tucker & For«ard, Chard E 

Berry, Amos, Bishops Itchington, Warwick, Gardener Sept 4 Passman, Leamington 


Spa 

Breit, Epwix, Penkbull, Stoke upon Trent, Timber Merchant Sept 29 Jerman & 

omas, Exeter ; 

Brows, Amos, Woodley, nr Reading, Plumber Sept 14 Lamb & Co, Reading 

Cuampness, Witi1am, Timperley, Chester, Corset Manufacturer Sept 30 Jackson & 
Newton, Manchester . 

Cionmety, The Right Hon Lucy Maria Countess Dowager of, Eathorpe Hall, Warwick 
Sept 18 Surr & Co, Laurence Pountney hill 

Couuts, Peacy Lintorr, South Audley st, Grosvenor eq, Surveyor Sept 20 Goddari, 

ement’s inn, Strand . 

Corrox, ArTHUR Davipson, Sevenoaks Sept 18 Rivington & Son, Fenchurch bldgs 

Cor, Cuauies Francis, Calne, Wilts, Coal Merchant Sept 1 Henly, Calne 

Eacer, Eowiy, Bristol, Accountant Sept 6 Sinnott & Son, Bristol 

Fox, Micnart WiiisaM, Tredegar, Mon Sept11 Phillips, Tredegar. Mon 

Frampton, Henry Green Brat, Parkstone, Dorset Sept 9 Dickinson & Co, Poole 

Hames, Tuomas Anarave, Leicester 15 Stevenson & Son, Leicester 

Hickey, Emma Mania, Knowle, Warwick Sept 25 Lane & Co, Birmingham 

Hitt, poneas, Amersham Hill, High Wycombe Sxpt 15 Crosse & Son, Lancaster pl, 
Strap 

Hiprisiey, Rosert Townsenp, Clifton, Bristol, Solicitor Sept 30 Abbott & Co, Bristd 

Hore, Wiitsam, Southampton Oct1 Stephens & Locke, Southampton 

Jervis-WHITE, Henry Jervis, Wexford, DL,JP Sept 20 Rooke, Dublin 


Kxg.sat., ALFReD, Nottingham, Licensed Victualler Sept 16 Thorpe & Perry, Notting. | 


ham 
Monro, Isanetta, Oxford Sept 29 Laycock & Oo, Huddersfield __ 
Morris, Sorata Ecszaseta, Upbolland, Lancs Sept 29 Price, Wigan 


Nuxy, Tuomas Wiiuiam, FRCS, Kneesworth, Royston, Herts Septi0 A F&RW 


Tweedie, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Oszovang, Wittiam, Southampton Oct1 Stephens & Locke, Southampton 
Pearson, Isaac, Dudley Hill, Bradford Sept2 Banks & Co, Bradford 
Pou.ter, Danizgt Perry, Tunbridge Wells Sept 30 Lewis & Pain, Dover 
Paince, Exiza, Bournemouth Sept 12 Richardson & Co, Golden sq, Regent st 
Pues, Tuomas, W , Fruit Sal Sept 18 Beauchamp & Gallaber, Worcester, 
me Wii1am, Cholwell, Cameley, Somerset Sept 29 Rees-Mogg & Davy 
risto 
Rosson, Maay, Whitley, Northumberland Sept 9 LC& H F Lockhart, Hexham 
Ronayne, James, Winwick, Lancs, General Dealer Sept 15 Unsworth, Warrington 
Suirx, Jonny Ricuarv, Yardley, Worcester Sept 13 Glaisyer & Co, Birmingham 
Sraeet, James Henny, Urmston, Lancs, Banker’s Assistant Sept 30 Jackson & 
Newton, Manchester : . 
Taackeray, ALEc Guy, Saint Fagans, Glam Sept 30 Linton & fon, Cardiff” 
Tuomas, Kuizaseru Isane.ta Bown, Liwynhelig, Carmarthen Sept 18 Shilson & (, 
Austell, Cornwall 
Tuorwey, Myza, Kingston upon Hull Sept 13 Thorney & Son, Hull 
Watrens, Mary, Abersychan, Mon Oct 4 Watkins & Co, Pontypool r 
Weis, Wiii1am, Grove In, Camberwell, Grocer Sept 11 Corbould-Ellis & Mitchell 
Clement's In, Lombard st ‘ 
Wemyss, James, Birkenhead, Plumber Sept10 Killey, Liverpool 
Wusos, Jemma Lucy, Windsor Sept 27 Darley & Co, John st, Bedford row 


London Gazetie.—Tunspay, Aug. 17. 


Arcues.ry, Roose, Church Stretton, ~~ 3 Sept 30 J & E Whitworth, Manchester 
Biowat, Francis, Atrazp, Harbutt rd, Battersea Sept 16 Jones, Temple av 
Bovaysz, Emma, Droitwich Oct5 Gabb, Droitwich 
Bowcorr, James Witu1Am, Bournemouth Sept 22 Reynolds & Isaacs, Bournemouth 
Cuvss, Joux Hircucoce, Brentwood Sept 18 McRea, Pancras rd 
Conen, Samvgt Buryert, Ely pl Sept 17 Harper, Chancery In 
Denwes, Hanry Marti, Brighton Sept17 Tempany & Co, Bedford row 
Dusy, oe Tynemouth, Ship Chandler Oct 6 Wilkinson & Marshall, Newcastl 
upon Ts ne 

Freemay, Francis, Belg mans, Gros ) 2 
Hzaos, Taomas Poyses, Northampton Oct 20 Dennis & Faulkneis, Northampton 
HeysHau., Exizasers, Altrincham Sept 20 Nicholls & Ca Altrincham 
Jouxson, Joun, Whitgift, nr Goole, Tailor Sept 20 . Goole 
Joxes, Exvizaneta, Birmingham Sept 28 Glaisyer & Co, Birmingham 
qeees, oan, Eastbourne Oct 1 +g ag . 

ACEY, Micuas., Devonport 25 ame ge ymou h 2 
Lonastrarr, Josern eel Middlesbroug Sept 13 Bowes-Wilson, Middlesbrough 
Pickwe.t, Evizapern, East Retford Oct1 Mee & Co, Retford 








Fouscen. Gonos, High st, Stoke Newington Sept 14 Cooper & Bake, Portman % 7 
ortman sq ‘ ; 
Rexs, Witt1aM, Pengam, Mon, Licensed Victualer Sept 23 Sykes & Glasicr, New 


port, Mon ad 
Rep, ANNIE, Anfield, Liverpool Sept 14 Hosking, Deugect 
Ricnagpsox, Anruve Connor, Newcastle upon Tyne, 


New nm Tyne 
' Rys, Epwagp, Southport, Surgeon Sept 17 Worden & Ashington, Southport 





Aug. 21, 1909, | 


gdns, Sept 15 Trewhitt & Co, Sunderlanl | 


nt Sept 19 Bramwell &0 — 


Aug. 
=———— 
Smatt, Ros! 
SurTH, Jose 
Stevens, E: 
S1oxz, Gro 
Towsrs, M 

ewe: 
Travis, Ma 
VacQqueBeEL, 
WAxkBULTOD 
Wartniper, 


Bar 


ABRAHAMS, 
Court 
ANDERSON, 
Junctio 
Aug 10 
Baxton, JA 
Clothie: 
Bewicg, |] 


CaLDICcoTT, 
Wolves 

Cowsi., F 
High 

Curier, Tt 
Pet D 


Greenw 
Ryxy, Mar 
20 Oré 
Sixsmiru, A 


Tayor, Jo 
C 

Turrsk, Jz 
ing’s 
THRIPPLET< 








909. 





t, Biqning- 


q 
tley & Co, 


rd 
Leamington 


Jerman & 
— & 
ll, Warwick 
) Goddari, 
h bldgs 


Poole 


ncaster pl, 
Co, Bristol 


y, Notting 


LF&RW 


st 
Worcester, 
zy & Davy 
cham 
ington 
ham 


Jackson & 


ilson & Co, 


¢ Mitchell, 


ichester 
WV 


emouth 


Newcastle q 


Sunderlani ! 
mpton i 


Liesbrough 
ortman s, 7 


sier, Net 


well &0, | 


ort 
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Suatt, Rost Hannan, Whitstable Sept11 Beckingsale & Sue, eet bediey av 


SurtH, Joserh Henry, Kingswinford Sept 25 Jobson & M 


Sravens, Emity, Winchester Sept 6 Dowling, Winchester 


S1onz, GeorGr Henry, Belvedere rd, Upper Norwood 

Towsrs, MicHaEL Groner, Clementh thorpe, Tynemouth 
Newcaetle upon Tyne 

Travis, Mary, Colwyn 

VacqugkkEL, Erienne Evcens, Paris Sept 25 Morgan & 


Waxrsunton, Evizapeta Ann, Hale, Chester Sept 20 Nicholls & 
Warniver, Wi1Lt14m Henry, Widnes, Lancs Sept 23 Peters, Widnes 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Fripay, Aug 13. 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Apranams, Harry, Callcott rd, eee, Jeweller High 
Court Pet June1é Ord Aug 9 

Aypersox, Gorpon James Broap, Arnold rd, Tcotin; 
Junction, Journalist Croydon Pet July 15 On 
Aug 10 

Baton, JAMES BernarD, Prestwich pk, Prestwich, Lancs, 
Clothier Salford Pet July 26 Oid Aug 9 

Bomscss, Ivan, Albemarle st High Court Pet July 15 
Ord Aug9 

Bort, Vaasa Josrru, Wolverhampton, Baby Carriage 


Manufacturer Wolverhampton Pet Aug 9 Ord 
Aug 9 
Buttock, Arsert Jonny, Gillingham, Kent, Tailor 


Rochester Pet Aug10 Ord Aug 10 

Burman, R, Runcorn, Chester, House Furnisher Warring- 
ton PetJuly 21 Ord Aug 9 

Catpicott, Epwarp James, ow < ye Staffs, Joiner 
Wolvahampton Petaug 9 Ord Aug9 

CowetL, F V, Sackville st, Piccadilly, toto Car Dealer 
High Court Pet June 23 Od Aug 9 

=! Tuomas W, Queen sq, Bloomsbury High Court 
Pet Dee 21 Ord Aug 9 

DospaGs, Grorce Danizgt, Martham, Norfolk, att 
Gardener Gt Yarmouth Pet Augi10 Ord Au 

Fenton, Frrorrick James, Southend on Sea Che - 
Pet ‘July 22 Ord Aug tl 

Fiooxs, WiLL1am Joux, North Cadbury, enemas, Insur- 
ance Agent Yeovil Pet Avg3 Ord Aug 


Gaunt, Jouy, Fate, sere, Mil Dealer Weadfora Pet 


July 24 Ord Aug 10 

Harpixe, Vassuneat Gzores, Bristol, Hatter Bristol | 
Pet Aug 11 Ord Aug 11 

Haneison, Davin, Barking, Essex, ‘nee Dealer Chelms- | 
ford ‘Pet July 20 Ord Aug 1 

Heepert, Reainatp CHARLES, Globe Hil, Woodbury, | 
Devon Exeter Pet Aug 10 O:d Aug 10 

Hits, Grorce CHARLES, epuleten Wilts, Innkeeper 
Frome Pet Aug 10 Ord Aug 1 

Trou.p, Exxest Joun Dew, Beacknell, Berks, Butcher 
Windsor Pet July 15 Ord Aug 10 

Kay, Witt1am Wester, Leeds, Grocer Leeds Pet Aug 
9 Ord Aug 9 

Keur, WALTER Joum, Culvert rd, South Tottenham 
ae of a Laundry Edmonton Pet Aug 10 Ord | 

ug 

Matuinsoy, Kare, Bolton, pDeating House Keeper Bolton 
Pet Aug9 Ord A 

Masow, James, Heath ci nr Wolverhampton, Green- 
grocer Wolverhampton Pet Aug10 Ord Aug 10 

Patrot, ALyrrp Epmunp, Plumstead, Kent, Engineer 
Greenwich Pet July9 Ord Aug Thy 


Ryxx, Marrnew, Liverpool, Grocer Liverpool Pet July Garris, Davin Lioxp, Resolyen, G 


20 Ord Aug 10 

SixsuirH, ALBERT Epwarp, Moss Side, Manchester, Com- | 
mercial Clerk Salford Pet Augi10 Ord Aug 10 

Tayior, Joszru, Kingston w 
Kingston, Surrey Pet July 27 Ord Aug 10 

Tusk, James Earnzst, Wisbech, Cambridge, Baker 
King’s Lynn Pet Aug10 Ord Aug 10 

TunirpLeton, Bexsamy, Bramley, 
Assistant, Leeds Pet Aug 9 Ora Aug 

Warsox, Franx, Horbur Junction, Forks, Butcher | 

s Wakefield Pet Aug 9 Ord A ug 9 

Vexnina, Anzeus, yc, Bude, Cornwall Steam ag Pro- 
prietor Barnstaple Pet Aug 10 Ord Aug 10 


y, Denbigh Sept 30 J & E Whitworth, Manchester 


Wiis, Emanuet, Man 
21 Stewart, Newb: 
Sept 19 Semel & Co, 


Woopatt, Berry, Sale, 
, Old Broad st f 
Co, “Altrincham 








Wiiis, Coates, Bradford, Commercial Clerk Bradford 
Pet Aug9 Ord Aug 9 


epee Notice substituted for = ets in 
the London Gazette of A 


Hicerxs, Henry, Hulme, Manchester psa Pet June 
29 Ord July 28 


FIRST MEETINGS, 


Apranams, Harry, Callcott rd, Kilburn, Jeweller Aug 23 
at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

AnprERson, Gorvon James Broap, Arnold 1d, Tooting Junc- 
tion, Journalist Aug 26 at11,30 132, York ra, West- 
minster Bridge 

Batxpripes, a jun, Stockton on Tees, Builder Aug 
2 at a .30 Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, Middles- 

Bewicke, Ivax, Albemarle st Aug 25 at 11 Bankruptcy 


bldgs, Carey st 

Brapuey, James Exias, Chesterfleld, Cycle Dealer Aug 21 
atll Off Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 

Baunyer, pF may ‘Eastoft, Lines, Farmer Aug 25 at 
12,30 Off Rec, mm Sheffield 

Cary, F W, Luton, ‘Tobacco Dealer Aug 23 at 11 Off Ree, 
Bridge st, Northampton 

Cots Rosert, iodine. Yorks, Painter Aug 21 at 11.30 

ff Rec, York City Bank chmbrs, Lowgate, Hull 

Conant Jouy, Tunbridge Wells, 
Bridge Hotel, Tunbridge Wells 

CHARLTON, Lroxanp , Tunbridge Wells, Landscape Gardener 
Aug 23 at 11,16 Bridge Hotel, Tunbridge Welis 

CuisnaLt, THomas WILLIaM, Cardiff, Oil Merchant Aug 





Thames, Surrey, Baker | 
| as 7 pur, Hulme, Manchester Aug 21 at 11 Off 


poe Newsagent's 


23 at 11 oe: Ad 117, St Mary st, Cardi 

Cuissicx, Hyman, ee sq, Bow, ~aetted Dealer Aug 
2 atl Bankruptcy Rie Gr 

| Cowarp, Dyson, Barrow in Grocer Aug 21 at 11 

Off Rec, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow in Furness 

| Cowkit, F V, Sackville st, Piccadilly, saetee Car Dealer 
Aug 25at12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey 

| Cox, Wix11aM, Grantham, ine Aug 2 at 11 Off Rec, 
4, Castle pl, Park st, No 


tey bldgs, Care 


Davey, pan hee, ome t Szymovur, Gloucester, Clerk | 


Aug 21 at 3 Off Rec, Station rd, Gloucester 
Despace, Grorcz Danik1, Martham, Norfolk, Market 

Gardener "Aug 21 at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
—— on retail, Aberfan, yd Fer 


an Off Rec, Count; 
Sees Perth 


| Extarp, ARTHUR, Bog Northampton, Boot Manu- 
| facturer Aug 23 at 12 ” Off Ree, Bridge et, North- 


ampton 

Gaunt, Joux, Pudsey, Yorks, Milk Dealer Aug 24 at 11 
Off Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradford 

Granam, Sam, ee gs my | Pontllanfraith, Mon os 
Aug 21 at 11 Off Ree, 1 44, Commercial st. , Newport 


lam, Labourer 

Aug 21 at 10.45 Off Government bldgs, Swansea 
Heepest, Reoinatp Cuaries, Globe hill, Woodbury, 
= Aug 26 at 10.30 Off Ree, 6, Bedford circus, 


yrom st, 

Howss,. Rozert, Lit Swafiham, Norfolk, Horse 
Dealer Aug 25 at3 Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
as Earxgst Joun Dew, Bracknell, Berks, Butcher Aug 

23 at 12 Queen’s Hotel, Reading 


st, 


Kay, Wituram WEBSTER, masts, Grocer Aug 23atll Off 
Ree, 2, 


Worrurneros, Sivas, Waterhead, Oldham ‘Bept 10 Kilner, 
Wostinnoim, Josera Beckett, Sheffield, Accountant pt 
Youna, Taomas, Lambston, Pembroke Sept 1 Williams, Haverfordwest 


Aug «3 at 1l | 


| Curier, anes Ww, me ey iy Bloomsbury Aug 23 at 1 | | 
Bankru 


Witxinson, Exawa, South Elmsall, Yorks Sept 14 Spink, Higher Broughton, Man- 


15 Marriott & Co, Manchester 


chester Oct 

Wiuuis, Joun, Nuffield, Oxford, Farmer Sept14 Hedges & Sen, Wallingford 
Winsiape, James, Chiswick Sept 15 oe Finsbury 

Winerapr, Mary Ayn, Chiswick, cat 


, Oldham 
29 Lucas & Padley, Sheffield 


Kossicx, Loum, Newcastle on Tyne, Picture Frame Make 
Aug 24 at 11 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on 


Tyne 

Masemneem, ay Bolton, Dueies House Keeper Aug 
23 at 9, Exchange st, Bol 

Owes, Wmsaen Hewry, nye. .~ Tenbury, Worcester, 
Farmer Avg 23 at 12 Hotel, Kidderminster 

PaLrrRerMan, Joun James, Stockton on Tees fn Bo at 
11.30 Of Reo, Court chmbra, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

Puuror, Atrazp Epsoyxp, Piumstead, ‘Engineer Aug 
25 at 11.80 132, York rd, Westminster B 

Tay.or, Josrrn, Kingston win ae gh "Baker Aug 23 
at 11.30 132, York rd, Westmiaster B 

Taxirrcerox, Bensamis, Bramley, kg Newsagent’s 
Assistant Aug 23 at 11.30 Off Rec, 24, Bond st, 
Leeds 


Vickers, Cuartes Isaac, Lincoln, Fruiterer Aug 23 at 
12 Off Rec, 10, Bank st, Lincoln 

Watpron, Joun Woopwarp, Seeffield, Warehouseman 
Aug 25 at 11.30 Off Rec, Figtree ln, ffield 

Watson, Coanies Epwarp, Beccles, Saffolk, Hairdresser 
Aug 23 at 12.30 O/f S.6, ] st, Norwich 

Warson, Frank, Horbury orks, Butcher Aug 
23 at 11 Off Ree, 6, 6, Boud ter Waketield : 

Wuaeerer, Wii11am, , Totland, I of W, Builder 
a5 23at1.15 Off Ang 83a, Holyrood st, Newport, 


| Wurrise, Jonwn Wituiam, Bawtry — Builder Aug 
2 at 12 Off Rec, Figtree In, Shetti 
Wiuiaus, Wituam, Bethesda, + Al Quarryman 
Aug 23 at 12 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate ro w, Chester 
Wix11s,;Coatss, ‘Bradford, Clerk Aug 21 a ‘u Off Ree, 
12, Duke st, Bradford 
Wi:sox, Joszpu Epwin, Chesterfield, Tailor Aug 21 at 
11.30 Off Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 


Amended Notice for “ey in the London Gazette 





| eet Sauvur., Swindon, Refreshment House Keepar 
Aug 18 at 10.39 Off Rec, 38, Regent circus, Swindon 


ADJUDICATIONS., 


| Buack, fo, Newcastle on Tyne, > Broker Newcastle 
on Tyne Pet July6 Ord Aug 10 

Bort, Faank Josera, i. ee bee Carriage Man- 
facturer Wolverhampton Pet Aug 9 "Ord Aug? 

Buttock, Atsgat Jonx, ——- Kent, Tailor 
Rochester Pet Aug10 Ord A 

Catpicutt, Eowarp Jam 


Coventry Pet July aS Ord Aug il 
Cuaritos, Leona, Wi 
Gardener 


ells, Landscape 

Tunbridge Wells ‘et June 21 noe ¢ 

Dessace, Gsoncr Danii, Norf Market 

Great Yarmouth Pet Aug 10 ‘Ord Aug lv 

Fisiper, A Panay itect Brentisord 
Pet 2 Ord Aug ll 

| Frooxs, resibe Joux, North Cadbi a 
Yeovil Pet oss? Aus. 

Gaust, Jour. , Yorks, Milk weetes ford 
et July 24 Ord Angie 

Haut, Tuomas, ilmslow, Chester, Dyer Ashton 

under Lyne Pet June 23 Ord Aug5 


GINALD CHARLES, Globe a. Woodbury, 
Devon Exeter Pet Augl0 Ord A 

Hitis, Grorce Cuarces, —— iits, Innkeeper 
Frome Pet Augl0 Ord Aug 10 

Ho.peate, ee, High Court Pet 
June 10 Ord Aug 9 


Hurpeat, 
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Howes, Rosert, Litcham, Swaffham, Norfolk, Horse 
Dealer Norwich Pet July 10 Ord Aug9 

Hovte, H, Coventry, Baker Coventry Pet June 17 Ord 
Aug il 

Kay, Witttam Wessrer, Leeds, Grocer Leeds Pet Aug 
9 Ord Aug 9 

Keatey, Epaarp Wiisox, Whitefriars st High Court 
Pet July 1 Ord Aug 10 

Kamp, Water James, Culvert rd, South Tottenham, Pro- 
prietor of a Laundry Edmonton Fet Aug 10 Ord 
Aug 10 

Mauurnson, Kare, Bolton, Boarding House Keeper Bol- 
ton Pet Aug9 Ord Aug9 

Marpueseck, Sara Heven, Liverpool, Butcher Liverpool 
Pet May 29 Ord July 30 

Masox, James, Heath Town, nr Wolverhampton, Green- 
grocer Wolverhampton Pet Aug10 Ord Avg 10 

Ore-Ewina, Ervest Pettrw, Hamilton pl, Piccadilly 
High Court Pet June 29 Ord Aug7 

Rywx, Martaew, Liverpool, Grocer Liverpool Pet July 
20 Ord Augit 

Simpson, Hueu Firzsoux, Phoenix st High Court Pet 
June 2% Ord Aug 9 

Sixswira, Atpert Epwarp, Moss Side, Manchester, Clerk 
Salford Pet Aug 10 Ord Aug 10 

Tairsx, James Ernest, Wisbeeh, Cambridge, Baker 
King’s Lynn Pet aug10 (rd Arg 30 

Tanrtrrieton, Bexjamix, Bramley, Leeds, Newsagent’s 
Assistant Leeds Pet Aug9 Ord Aug 9 

Watson, Frank, Horbory Junction, Yorks, Butcher 
Wakefield Pet Aug9 Ord Aug 9 

Wiu.is, Coates, Bradford, Clerk Bradford Pet Aug9 

rd Aug 9 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED, 

Iva, Jaurs, Falcon rd, Clapham Junction, Bookmaker 

Wandsworth Adjud Aug 11 196, Annul July 22, 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Aug. 17. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Baowy, Bexsamin, Tenbury, Worcester, Licensed Vic- 
tualler Kidderminster Pet Aug12 Ord Aug 12 
Brows, Martrurw, Newtown, Glynneath, Glam, Collier 
Neath Pet Aug l4 Ord Aug 14 

Crarke, Cnartes, Little Stanmore, Commission Agent 
8t Albans Pet Aug13 Ord Aug13 

Coox, James Wiv.14m, Hafodyrynys, Mon, Collier New- 
port, Mon Pet Aug12 Ord Aug 12 

Crowrues, Samvet, and James Wittism Crowrner, Chur- 
well, Yorks, Thrashing Contractors Leeds Pet Aug 
14 Ord Aug l4 

Davies, Putneas, Liverpool, Clothier Liverpool Pet Aug 
14 Ord Aug 14 

Dewey, Henry Txomas, Oxlode, Little Downham, 
— Shepherd Cambridge Pet Aug 14 Ord 

ug 14 

Doouss, H, Bridgejrd, Stratford High Court Pet July 21 
Ord Aug 13 

Dovetas, Georce Danter Witson, Bradford, Land Agent 
Bradford Pet Aug 13 Ord Aug 13 

Douxsanix, W, Liverpool, Tobacco Dealer Liverpool Pet 
July 24 Ord Aug 13 

GoanaLt, Josern, Wyke, Bradford, Farmer Eradford 
Pet Aug13 Ord Aug 13 

Govravp, Grorcz Epwarp, Lausanne, Switzerland High 
Court Pet July 15 Ord Aug 13 

Heap. James Mvurrant, Worthing, Plumber Brighton 
Pet Augl2 Ord Aug 12 

Howat, orcax, Saundersfoot, Pembroke, 
Pembroke Dock Pet Augi4 Ord Aug 14 

Joussox, Fraxx, Darnall, Sheffield, Shop Assistant 
Sheffield Pet Aug13 Ord Ang 13 

Kry, Vincent Epwarp, Cambridge, Hardware Factor 
Cambridge Pet Augi3 Ord Aug 13 


Haulier 


Lamasut, Frepemicx James, Fenchurch st High Court 
Pet July 19 Ord Aug 11 

Leveszusen, Aaron, Duckett st, Ben Johnson rd. Stepney 
Milk Contractor High Court Pet Nov 25 Ord Aug 11 

Ma.uinsox, ALEXanpeR Georae, Sc rborough, Auction- 
eer’s Manager Scarborough Pet Augi13 Ord Aug 13 

Mancuayt, Georce Penson, Forest Gate, General Mason 


High Court Pet Augil Ord Aug 11 

Maussvex, Pexcy Hacue, Pateley Bridg>, Yorks, Hair- 
dresser Northallerton Pet Augi3 Ord Aug 13 

Maatis, James, East Dulwich rd “tr 
12 Ord Aug 11 

Miits, Argtuve, and Watter Emery Mitis, Bearwood, nr 
—— Grocers Birmingham Pet Augi4 Ord 

ug 14 

Morgros, Witi1am Murray, Bolton, Smallware Dealer 
Bolton Pet Augi2 Ord Aug 12 

Norais, Hewny, West Green rd, South Tottenham Edmon- 
ton Pet June30 Ord Aug6é 

Orrexuem, Putte Baawert, East Boldon, Durham, Ship 
Agent Newcastleon Tyne Pet July 28 Ord Aug 13 

Peut, Jonx, Smalithorne, Staffs, Tailor Hanley Pet Aug 
18 Ord Aug 13 

Poxsoxsy, Captain W R, Ryder st chmbrs, 8t James's 
High Court Pet July3 Ord Aug 11 

Rosixson, Cuantes Earnest, Chandos st, Turf Accountant 

igh Court Pet July 24 Ord Aug 12 

Rows, Grorce, Starcross, Devon, Coachbuilder 
Pet Aug 12 Ord Aug i2 

Savutrtewvers, Hersext, Briggate, Leeds, 
Engineer s Pet July 23 Ord Anugil 

Sxtweek, Wiii1am, Harrogate, Coal Merchant York Pet 
Augi2 Ord Ang 12 

Tocxey, Jony, Wolverhampton, Coal Merchant Wolver- 
b Pet Augi2 Ord Aug 12 

eyest Ciaupe, Jersey, Theatrical Manager High 
13 Ord aug 13 
ing, Butcher Reading Pet Aug 13 


igh Court Pet Ju'y 


Exeter 
Electrical 


Tyuus, 
Court Pet A’ 

Vicars, WILLIAM, 
Ord Aug 13 


Waiswetcut, Atice, Keighley, Yorks, Yarn Spinner 
Dew: Pet Augil Ord Aug ll 

Waninc, Georcz, Buxton, Derby Stockport Pet 
JuneS Ord Aug 12 

Watson, Exxast Joun, Botley, Oxford, Clerk Worcester 
Pet Augi2 Ord Aug 12 

Wooprey, Hexey, Black Torrington, Devon, Miller 

Pet Aug 12 Ord Aug 12 





Weictey, Haynan, South Shore, Blackpool, Company 
House Keeper Preston Pet Aug12 Ord Aug 12 


Amended notice substituted for that published in 
the London Gazette of Aug 10: 
Pace, Caartes Wiiuiam, Hartlepool, Painter Sunderland 
Pet July27 Ord Aug 6 


Amended notice substituted for that published in 
the London Gazette of Aug 13: 
Burmay, Reopey, Runcorn, r, Furniture Dealer 
Warrington Pet July 21 Ord Aug9 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
Barton, James Bernarp, Prestwich Park, Prestwich, 
Lanes, Clothier Aug 25at3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Man- 


chester 

Bracey, Mosss, Stokenchurch, Bucks, Farmer Aug 25 at 
ll Nol, 8t Aldates, Oxford 

Buttock, ALBert Jony, Gillingham, Kent, Tailor Aug30 
at 11.30 115, High st, Rochester 

Catvert, Louts, Derby, Tailor Aug25at11 Off Rec, 47, 
Fall st, Derby 

Camptine, Harry, Ilford, Commercial Traveller Aug 30 
at12 14, Bedford row 

Carter, Rates Jony, Nuneaton, Warwick, Boot Dealer 
Aug 2% atil Off Res, 8, High st, Coventry 

Doouss, H, Bridge 1d, Stratford Aug 26 at 12 Bankruptcy 
bldge, Carey st 

Dovetas, Georae Danret Wixson, Bradford, Land Agent 
Aug 26at11 Off Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradford 

Evans, Ruros, Lilaneliy, Carmarthen, Builder Aug 25 at 
11.30 Off Ree, 4, Queen et, Carmarth n 

Fennevt, WILi1aM, Frome, Somerset, Commercial Traveller 
Aug 25at11.30 Off Bec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

GornA.L, Joseru, Wyke, Bradford, Farmer Aug 27 at 11 
Off Kee 12, Duke st, Bradford 

Govuraup, Grorce Epwarp. Lausanne, Switzerland Aug 
26 at1l Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Harpine, Frepericx Grorer, Bristol, Hatter Aug 25 at 
12 Off Rec, 26, Ba!dwin st, Bristol 


Hayton, Wittiam, Troutbeck, Westmoreland, Joiner Aug | 


25 at 12.45 Commercial Hotel, Highgate, Kendal 


Hitts, George Caarirs, Warminster, Wilts, Innkeeper | 


Aug 25 at 11.45 Off Rec, 26, Baldwia st, Bristol 

Hoerretp, Bertso.ip, Birmingham, Manufacturer's Agent 
Aug 27 at 11.30 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, 
Birmingham 

Hucues, Dawtet, Bradley, Bilston, Staffs,Grocar Aug 25 
at 11.30 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

Jones, Taomas Davip, Minyrafon, Glanamman, Carmar- 
then, Colliery Proprietor Aug 25 at 11 Off Ree, 4, 
Queen st, Carmarthen 

Lampert, Freperick James, Fenchurch st, Director Aug 
26 at1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Levexserc, Aaron, Duckett st, Stepney, Milk Contractor 
Aug 30at1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

MALLinson, ALEXANDER GeorGe, Scarborough, Auctioneer’s 
Manager Aug 26 at3 Off Rec, 48, Westborough, 
Scarborough 

Marcaant, Geosce Penson, Forest Gate, Essex, General 
Mason Aug 27at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Marty, James, East Dolwich rd Aug 27at12 Bankruptcy 
bidgs, Carey st 

Moretox, Wiit1am Murray, Bolton, Smallware Dealer 
Ang 26at3 19, Exchang: st, Bolton 

PonsonsBy, Captain W R, Ryder st chmbrs, 8t James Aug 
26 at 11 kruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Roptnson, Coagtes Ernest, Chandos st, Turf Accountant 
Aug 27 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Rowe, Groree, Starcross, Devon, Coachbuilder Aug 25 at 
10.30 9, Bedford circus, Exeter 

Scorrory, Francis Aaroy, Ipswich, Engineer Aug 25 at 
2.15 Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 

SuuttTcewortH, Herpest, Briggate, Electrical 
Engineer Aug 25 at11 Off Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

Sixsmitn, Apert Epwarp, Mors Side, Manchester, Com- 
mercial Clerk Aug 25 at 2.30 Of Rec, Byrom st, 
Manchester 

Sxivvee, Wituiam, Harrogate, Coal Merchant Aug 27 at 
2.30 Off Rec, The Red House, Duncombe pl, York 

Tyas, Envest Curaupe, Jersey, Theatrical Manager Aug 
26at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Vexninc, Antuur, Bude, Cornwall, Steam Laundry Pro- 
prietor Aug25at1l 9, Bedford circus, Exeter 

Wooptey, Hewey, Black Torrington, Devon, Miller Sept 
16 at 3.15 94, High st, Barnstaple 

ADJUDICATIONS. 

Asprnatt, Paut Speyce, Manor rd, Stoke Newington, 
Quarry Agent High Court Pet July 28 Ord Aug 12 

Bartos, James Bernarp, Prestwich Park, Prestwich, 
Lanes, Clothier Salford Pet July26 ord Aug 12 


Brows, Bexsamix, Tenbury, Worcester, Licensed Yq 
tualler Kidderminster Pet Aug 12 Ord Aug 12 
Baows, Matrarw, Newtown, Glyaneath, Collier Neg 
Pet Aug 14 Ord Aug 14 , 

Burman, Reusen, Runcorn, Chester, Furniture Dey 
Warrington Pet July 21 Ord Aug 13 

Cain, F W, Luton, Tobacco Dealer Luton Pct Jalyg 
Ord Aug 12 

Camp.ine, Harey, Ilford, Commercial Traveller Chelm 
ford Pet July 29 Ord Aug 12 

Carssick, Hyman, Trelegar sq, Bow, Property Dede 
High Court Pet July19 OrdAugi2 

Cuarke, Caaries, Little Stanmore Commission Agaj 
st Albans Pet Aug13 Ord Aug 13 ' 

Coox. James Wint1am, Hafodyrynys, Mon, Collier Ney. 
port, Mon Pet Aug12 Ord Aug 12 : 

Cowe.t, Faeperic Vaucuay, Sackville st, Piccadilly, 
Motor Car Dealer High Court Pet June 23 On 
Aug 14 

Cox, Lovis Witton, Hythe rd, Willesden High Cow 
Pet May 28 Ord Aug 12 

Crowrner, SAmMuEL, and James WitisM Crowrm 
Churwell, Yorks, Thrashing Contractors Leeds P¢ 
Aug 14 Ord Aug 14 

Daviess, Paingas, Liverpool,Clothier Liverpool Pet Ay 
14 Ord Aug 14 

Dovetas, Groxae Danizt Wiis0n, Bradford, Land Agent 
Bradford Pet Augi13 Ord Aug i4 

Evaro, Arraur, Rushden, Northampton, Boot Manufar. 
turer Northampton Pet May 27 Ord Aug 11 

| Gorwatt, JoseeH, Wyke, Brudfud, Farmer B 
Pet Augi3 Ord Aug 13 

Harpine, Faeperick Georce, Redland, Bristol, Hatty 
Bristol Pet Augil Ord Aug 12 

Haegrisox, Davip, Barking, Essex, Corn Dealer Chelm 
ford Pet July 20 Ord Aug 13 

Heap, James Mureant, Worthing, Plumber Brighton Pe 
Aug 12 Ord Aug 12 

Hoop, Autrrep, Leytonstone, Builder High Court Pe 
April 29 Ord Aug 12 

Jounsos, Frank, Darnall, Sheffield, Shop Assistant 
Sheffield Pet Augl3 Ord Aug 13 

Jones, Tuomas Davip, Minyrafon, Glanamman, Carma. 
then, Colliery Proprietor Carmarthen Pet July 4 
Ord Aug 13 

Key, Vixcent Epwarp, Cambridge, Hardware Facer 
Cambridge Pet Augi13 Ord Aug 13 

Leoce, AtFreep Artfaur, Bush hill park, Enfield, Builders 
Vontractor Edmouton Pet May5 Ord Aug 13 

Matutwson, ALEXanper Grorce, Scarborough, Auctioneers 
Manager Scarborough Yet Aug 13 Ord Aug 12 

Marcuaayt, Georae Penson, Forest Gate, Genenl 
Mason High Court Pet Augill Ord Aug il 

Marspen, Peacy Haaox, Pateley Bridge, Yorks, Hair 
dresser Northallerton Pet Augi3 Ord Aug 18 

Moretoy, Witit1am Murray, Bolton, Smallware Deale 
Bolton . Pet Aug 12 Ord Aug 12 

Owen, Norman WIpina, Little Stanhope at High Coutt 
Pet June 4 Ord Aug 11 

Pace, Cuaries Wittiam, Hartlepool, Painter Sunderland 
Pet July 27 Ord Aug 11 

Pet, Jons, Smallthorne, Staffs, Tailor Hanley Pet Ay 
13 Ord Aug 13 

Rows, Grorer, Starcross, Devon, Coachbuilder Exete 
Pet Aug 12 Ord Aug 12 

Saearnman, Epwarp, Arodene rd, Brixton hill, Tui 
— Agent High Court Pet april 28 On 

ug 11 

SautrLewoetH, Hersert, Cross Court, Briggate, Leeds, 
Electrical Engineer Leeds Pet July 23 Ord Augit 

Simons, Isaac, and Apaanam Simons, Brick lo, Spitalfields, 
Grocers High Court Pet June 30 Ord Aug ll 

Skinner, Wrii114Mm, Harrogate, Coal Merchant York Pé 
Aug 12 Ord Aug 12 

Taywor, Joserx, Kingston on Thames, Baker Kingston, 
Surrey Pet July 27 Ord Aug 14 

Tucker, Joann, Wolverhampton, Coal Merchant Wolver 
hampton Pet Augi2 Ord Aug 12 

Tymus, KExnest Ciaupe, Rouge Bouillon, Jersey, Theatrical 
Man. High Court Pet Aug13 Ord Aug 13 

Vicars, Wittiam, Reading, Butcher Reading Pet Aug 
Ord Aug 13 

Watrweigut, Avice, Keighley, Yorks, Yarn Spine 
Dewsbury Pet Augil Ord Aug 11 

Watson, Ervest Jonn, Botley, Oxford, Clerk Worcese 
Pet Aug12 Ord Aug 12 

Weietey, Hannan, South Shore, Blackpool, Compaty 
House Keeper Preston Pet Augi12 Ord Aug 12 

| ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 

Beax, Anntg, Blackpool,Grocer Preston Adjud Dee, 
907 


| 1 Annul Aug 9, 1909 








The Oldest Insurance Office in the World. 


\ 


FIRE OFFICE 


FOUNDED 1710, 


Heap Orrice: 


| N 63, THREADNEEDLE ST., B.C, 


Insurances effected on the following risks :— 


FIRE DAMAGE. 


RESULTANT LOSS OF RENT AND PROFITS. 


EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY and 

WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, 
including ACCIDENTS TO 
DOMESTIC SERVANTS. 


RS 


Copasd from Policy dated LB 


Law Courts Branch: 40, 


PERSONAL ACCIDENT, 
SICKNESS and DISBAS 
FIDELITY GUARANTES 
BURGLARY, 


CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 


A. W. COUSINS, District Manager. 
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